
All-Anierican
Hero Greeters
Meet To-night

Patriots Opposing Hearst as

Welcomer Will Gather in
Madison Square Garden

Soldiers To Be Present

Men Who Spurned May¬
or's Committee Among
T h o s e to Take Part

Patriots of Xew York who want to
see the homecoming soldiers, sailors
and mnrir.es receive a sincere American
welcome will hold a mass meeting to-
night in Madison Square Garden. The
meeting ¦wiil be under the auspices of
the Independent Citizens' Committee
of Welcome, which was organized by
leadinq New York citizens as a pro¬
test against Mayor Hylan's appoint¬
ment of William Randolph Hearst to
the chairmanship of one of the com¬

mittees designated to receive troops.
A large section of the Garden will

be reserved for men in uniform whoso
official welcome home was at the hands
of the committco with which Hearst is
identified. Some of New York's most
prominent citizens will be in the boxes.
Among thes. will be scores who ro-

fused to serve on the same body ns

Hearst ar.d who started the movement
for the "all-American" Independent

ms' Committee.
F'rinceton President in Chair

John Grier Hibben. president of
Princeton University, will be chairman.

¦¦ speakers will bc: tho Rev. Dr.
im T. Manning, rector of Tfinity
ch; James M. Beck, the Rev. Dr.

S. Park< Cadman, H. Montapru Donner,
the BMnland Constitutional

League; John Drew, the Rev. Father
Bernard ClitYord and the Rev. Dr.

miah Boynton. Mtisie will be fur-
by the 71st Regiment Band.

Joseph Barondess and 10(i singers from
'he War Camp L'ommnnity Service will

( harles Stewart Dnvison renewed
thc invitation to men in uni¬

form tu attend the meeting "and see
that New York really wants to welcome
them." Men in uniform will be ad-
mitted free. The doors of the Garden

io opi n at 7:15 p. m.

Those Who Have Boxes
Among those who have reserved

boxes for to-night are:
M: William Jay.

MM Hurtl. Miss Msuda Wetmore.
Wl ¦.¦'.-.

Mrs \ Fowler.
¦1 h Silverman.

¦¦

ickett. h E Meefcer.
Dr. WHllam 17 Mannlng.

.' B Taylor
well. V. si.irrs.

It. W.
I, l: Elliman.
Mrs. 11. P. Loomta.

Urf&x. A.lred B. li.' ii rei rt.
Mra. VMrs Charles SV. Learitt.

Mrs M. 1. A W. H. Pl rs
.1 Hi ¦. Burt " Oeorgo B. Agnew.

Smith. Chanea K. Mathewson.
!¦. I.. M. Mooro.

Walter.t. Charles Stewart Davlsont
.:.. A. HUI I.

The following are among the more

than 100 local organizations which will
take part in the Citizens' Committee of
Welcome meeting to-night:

rica's Allies Oo-operative Committees.
:i:mittpe for Devastated France,

Yacht Club, Aeronautical Society
American Indian League, Amer-

ican R n, Art Workers' Club for
Club, Brooklyn Women's

immittee, Cameo Branch In-
nal Sunshine Society, Chiropean, Co¬

lonial Yacht Club, College Women's Club,
¦¦ lonial Dames oC Ameriea,

ieties, Preebyterian
mporary Club, Clio Club,

Dames of the State oi New York,
Daughters of

ntinental Chapter; J>augh-
Order of the Loval j_e-Delta Tau Delta Ciub, Edward Everett

\uxiliary. Fort Greene Chapter, D. A. R.
Id Study, Girl Pioneers of

Government Club, Harlem Pa-
"¦¦'. Club, International

Child Welfare league, rowa New Yorkcrs,
littee, Le Salon, l.e

r Political Education, La-
G. A. 17; League of Ad-

NationalLeague for V ,-ice, National A«ko-"ation of Women Painter* and SculptorsWomen's Club, Military Traininglation, New Vork Society for
5 ork, Xational Society Pa¬triotic Women of Ameriea, National SecurityLeague, Na ewivea' League. Na-\rt» Club. New York Section of the

¦' ¦>"¦.< h Women, New York Fresh
and Elderly People.of the Ordera of the

j. Patriol oi Ameriea, Nightin-*ew York City Federation oflational League tor Oniver-itary Service, the New York Com-nited State* Loyal Legion7,i":l" Icration, Patriotic Leae__18: Patrla Club! P_triotte sSSto.
eague, Photereone Post

la Study Club. Itnv
'. aubin»t«ln Ciub Repub-

<i . ° S1 Cecil »Ctah'^v. lV,T«a?
ireandTrinkrt»ion Association of

bath Alli-
Wo

i, 7 \v m

A Walf'stft
an Club,
5 Y M

P*.ety. Harlem
"ty ol New

o "nited Statea^rtnfahtly Literar,
CA.C3SS£

Committees in (harjfc
». committeeOt the mass meet-

(chairman),Hurd, < olonel C E r vSilteman. 1>V.
Mrs. John Blair

Maude Wet-
nnd Taylor
Hl !¦:. Cohen

iRobin-
H. William, and

- on. The members of
on arrangera«nt_, ofwhich Mr. Hurd lirman, are H. W.Kelley, Dr. Howard Liuft-.ld, and J'

'¦' "eived byCommittee of Welcomemade public yi.sterday were:« Ok»r S.-rK<ant Harry J). Odell, 71st
W Jforfc Card "Kindiy'¦nroil my name for the work. If thereI* anything J ean do cai] on mc. 1 can-from dropplng you a lin© to

it 1 am with you hear*
Benjamin If. Btorn "j haattm to mWill b« glad to have my-i'i"! to tho Ciiizaru Coumitte.
iiHii/Mtr, of J'enriHjlvanla in New,<,fK ''" ; our ananimooa deeiaion

rpport to the in*oapendanl ¦&»»' committee."H. J. r.'aldweil."\ Um happy to jointba rnovemtnt o£ the citizen»' commit-

Decision Stops Aid Puhlishers
Gave Hearsi in Nvwtman's Fight

iiiitiiiiu-il from jmjfe I

John T, Stuyvesant were special at¬
torneys for the Hearst organization.Guthrie B. Plante, of Morris, Plante &
Saxe, represented the interests of the
Other defendant newspapers. tlie
.'Sun." "Mail," "Herald," "Times,""Globe,'' "F.vening Post," "Journal of
Commerce," and of the Publishers'
Associat ion.

Justice Bencdict in his decision says,in part:
"This is a motion \mj the plaintiff, a

i.*-wsd'.iU-r, for an injunction pendentelite restraining the defendants, who arc
publishers and distributers of certain
Xew York newspapers, from refusing to
delivor to the plaintiff thc respectivo
newspapers published by defendants
above named Iother than the defendant
Star Company), except upon the con-
dition thnt the plaintiff shall handle
and retail ail tho newspapers published
by al} tbe defendant publishers without
discriminition, including tho ncws-
papers published by the defendant Star
Company, i. e., 'The New York Araeri-
can' and 'The Evening Journal.' The
action is brought to obtain a permanent
injunction.
"The complaint alleges that the

plaintiff conducts a store for the sale
of newspapers, magazines, stationery
and cigars and similar articles at 240
Flatbush Avenue, Brooklyn. It further
alleges that the defendants 'owned and
controlled substantially all of the lead-
ing newspapera circulated in the Cityof New York and in the Borough of
Brooklyn with the exceplion of Thc
Xew York Tribune and the local news-
papers published in the said Borough
of Brooklyn. That the American News
Company has an almost complete mo-
ropoly of the business of supprying
retailers with morning newspapers;
that at the present time none of the
important morning newspapers pub¬
lished in New York City, except The
Tribune, can be obtained by retailers
otherwise than through the American
News Company.

Deeiined Hearst Papers
"Plaintiff further alleges that priorlo August 19, 1918, he dealt in all the

New York newspapers, both morningand evening; that prior. to that date he
purchased nnd sold on weekdavs up¬ward of 250 of the New York evening
papers; that at thc time of the dec-
laration of war by the United States
the plaintiff had been carrying for sale
newspapera published in the German
language; that thereafter, and priorto August 19, 19i8, plaintiff discon-
tinued the sale of certain newspaperspublished in a foreign language; thnt
during the same time the demand byplaintiff's customers for 'The New York
American' and 'The New York EveningJournal' fell off, and many customera
objected to the display of these two
pr.pera in plaintiff's store, and many
customers told plaintiff that they would
not continue to patronize him if he
continued to carry said papers in
stock. That the sale of the said two
papers beeame no longer profitable to
plaintiff; that by reason of these facts,
and because, as plaintiff alleges, he
himself believed the said papers to be

unpatriotic nnd anti-American nnd did
not wish to deal in them, he discon-
imucd entirely carrying in stock for
sale 'The New York American' and
'uhe New York Evening Journal.'

"That during the winter of 1917 and
1918 tho defendants, through the Pub¬lishers' Association of New York, fixedthe price of all papers published by the
defendant publishers at 2 cents pcr
copy retail and to the newsdealers at
$1.40 per 100 copies, without the privi-lege of returning unsold copies; thnt,
therefore, thc terms wcrer modified bv
allowing the dealers to return unsold
copies until about July 15, 1918, when
the return privilego was withdrawn byorder of the War Industries Board.
"That the plaintiff and other dealers

wished to discontinue his orders for
'The New York American' and 'The New
York Evening Journal,' but that the de¬
fendant Star Company, Inc, by its
servants and distributing agents, re¬
fused to discontinue any orders for
'The New York American' and 'The
New York Evening Journal,' although
requested to do so by the plaintiff and
other newsdealers.
"The complaint further alleges that

the American News Company, and its
agents, and as agent for thc e-
fendants, have threatened, and con¬
tinue to threaten, not to sell nnd de-
liver to plaintiff copies of any New
York newspaper unless plaintiff re-
sumes tlie purchase and sale of 'The
New York American' and 'New York
Evening Journal' in the same manner
and to the same extent as prior to

August 19, 1918.
'It further alleges that since Augustl9,

1918, thc defendants, who are the pub¬
lishers of the New York evening papers,
with the ".xception of 'Thc New York
Evening Post,' have refused to sell to
the plaintiff, after due demand, any
copies of such evening papers, and the
plaintiff has thereby been prevented
from selling any copies of any of the
evening papers published by said de¬
fendants, and that since the first day
of September, 1918, tho New York
Evening Post Company has refused to
sell and dfliver to plaintiff, after de¬
mand, any copies of 'The New York
Evening Post.'
"The complaint further alleges thnt

the defendants have further harassed
and annoyed tho plaintiff and inter-
fered with the plaintiff's business, and
with the busines of other newsdealers,
by picVeting in front of the said news¬
dealers' stands and places of business."

"The affidavits nnd reply affidavits
submitted on this application aro volu-
minous, and deal with some matters
which seem to have little, if any, bear¬
ing on the merits of thia application,
but the main contentions of the plain¬
tiff regarding the facts arc not dis-
puted.
"For example, it is admitted by the

affidavit of the defendant Palmer 'that
*" ..onent, as secretary of said associ¬
ation, at the instance of ce..ain of tlie
members of said association, caused a
notice to be sent to the American News
Company requesting said American
News Company to advise all newsdeal¬
ers served by the American News Com¬
pany and its branches that they would

not. be supplied by said members
through the American News Company
agenciea unless all orders for all pa¬
pers were taken out as usual' and thc
afHdavit of Louis Wiley, the business
manager of ihe Xew York Times Com¬
pany, at folio 18 thereof, states 'the
matter was made the subject of confer¬
ences between representatives of "Tho
Times" and representatives of other
New York papers, and, as a result of
such conferences, it was decided, as a
defensive matter, that the publishers
thus threatened would refuse to sell
their newspapers to any newsdealer
who inaugurated a strike by boycott
and refusing to handle any one or more
of such newspapers * * that in
order lo ..rive effect to the decision
reached by thc publishers * * *

the Publishers' Association was re-
quested by the interested publishers
to notify the American News Company
that their papers were not to be sup¬
plied to the newsdealers through the
agency of the American News Company
unless all orders for all papers should
be taken out as usual.'

Says Law Was Violatcd
"In thc affldavit of Don C. Scitz, the

business manager of 'The New York
World,' it is stated 'that deponent
joined in the actien of other publishers
in refusing to sell and deliver 'Tho
World' to the plaintiff or other dealers
v. ho refused tn handle other New York
papers,' and other publishers made sim¬
ilar affidavits.

"It therefore seems to bc clearly es¬
tablished that, if this motion be de¬
nied, and if the plaintiff shall, pendingtho trial of this action, persist in his
refusal to receive and offer for sale
copies of 'The New York American'
and of 'The Xew York Evening Jour¬
nal' upon the same scale nnd display-ing them upon his stand in the same
manner to which he wns formerly ac-
customod to order and display 'such
papers. the defendants, other than the
Star Company, will refuse to sell to thc
plaintiff copies of their rcspective pub-lications."

"It is urged, on behalf of the plain¬tiff, that the acta of the defendants vio-
lated the provisions of section 340 of
the general business law and of section
14 of the stock corporation law, and of
subdivisions 6 and 6 of section 580 of
the penal law.
"Tho plaintiff contonds that the ac¬

tion of the defendants, other than the
Star Company, in refusing to supplyhim with their publications unless iie
shall continuo to purchase a fixed num¬ber of copies daily of 'The Xew YorkAmerican' and of 'The Xew York Even¬
ing Journal,' is an unlawful conspiracyand combination to prevent him from
exercising free conduct and control
over his business.
"Tho defendants contend that there

is nothing illogal in their actions; that
they are actuated simply and solely by
a desire to protect themselves againstwhat they believe to be a plan on the
part of the plaintiff and other news¬
dealers to indulgc in a boycott againstsuch of the r-apers as refuse to reduce
thc wholesale price from $1.40 por 100
to $1.20 pcr 100. and that the Star Com¬
pany was selected as the first of a
series of victims of such boycott.

"If the plaintiff be right in his con-
tention then I think he would be en¬
titled to the judgment for which he
asks.

"lt is vigorously urged in the able
and voluminous briefs of the defend-,ants that, in refusing to sell their
papers to the plaintiff, unless he shall

[purchase the so-cailed 'Hearst' papers,
they are not engaged in an unlawful
combination or conspiracy, but are ac-
tuated only by a desire to take all
lawful steps to protect themselves in
the eonduct of their own business. in
other words, tney contend, as was said
in Collins vs. American News Company,
34 App. Div., 260, at 263:

" 'The defendants seek not to injure
the plaintiff, but to protect themselves.'!
"Xo advantage, at all commensurate

with the labor involved, could be de-
rived from a review in this opinion of
the very numerous authorities cited by
the defendants upon their briefs and
which they claim support their conten-
tions.
'The facts in the case as established

upon the present state of the record
can hardly be said to be in dispute.
They clearly point to n combination or
conspiracy on tho part of the defcnd-
ants to use the tremendous force of
their united power to compel the plain-
tifF to regulatc his business under the
direction of the defendants at the
hazard of depriving him of the sup-
plies upon which his business de-
pends, and thus to prevent him from
competing with such other newadeal-
ers as would transact and carry on
their business tmdor t.iie conditions
which the defendants should chooae to
prescribe. In this lies the cssence of
the case against the defendants. This
joint action is in the highest degreearbitrary, coercive and un-American.
For the purpose of this motion, I am
constrained to hold it to be primafacie
and illegal invasion of the rights of the
plaintiff. Other facts may, it is true,
develop upon the trial which will re¬
quire a different conclusion, but thc
present duty of the Court is plain.

Court Giants Motion
"Upon an application for the contin-

uance of a preliminary injunction, it is
not necessary that a ease should be
made out that would entitlo the com-
plainant to relief at all events on the
final hearing. If the complainanthave made out a prima facie case, or if
from tho pleadings and the affidavits
it appears to the Court that a case is
presented proper for it.s investigation
on a final hearing. a preliminary in-
junction may issue to maintain the
status quo.

"It seems to the Court that if the
temporary injunctions shall not be
granted, and if the preliminary in-
junction contained in the order to'show
cause dissolved, this plaintiff would,
until the final determination of this
action, be dcprived of the opportunityof offering for sale the morning anil
evening newspapers published in the
City of New York, and his business
would suffer very material injury, if
it would not be utterly ruined. No
rights of any of the defendants, exceptthe Star Company. can be affected by
the granting of the motion. On the
contrary, if it shall be granted, the
other defendants will be assured of at
least one customer for their publica-tions of whom they would, by their
own combined acts, be deprivcd should
the motion not be granted. The de-
fcndant Star Company would not suf-
fer because the plaintiff now refusea
and, since last August, has refused to
purchase its publications.
"The motion will therefore be grant-ed with costs, and the injunction pen-dente lite prayed for will be issued."
"I am no disrespecter of judicial au-

I thority, but I have found from a some-
] what extended experience that indus-
trious and clever counsel are usuaily

able, out of the enormous mass of
jtindical writing upon the shelves of
our libraries, to pluck sentences, ex-
pressions or dicta which seem to
sustain their position for the case in
nand. It should not be forgottcn. how-
ever. as Lord Coke pointed out, that it
is always necessary to strengthenopinion not with authority alone, but
with the two great guides, authority
and reason. It precedents alone are
followed slavishly and without discrim-
ination, our law would soon degenerateinto a dead science, instead of being,
as it is, a vital principle governing the
affairs of men in their dealings with
one another. In the present case, I am
convinced, both by reason and au-
thority, that the plaintiff is right in
his position and that the defendants
arc wrong in theirs. . . .

Facts Are Established
"The facts in the case as established

upon the present state of the record
can hardly be said to be in dispute.
They clearly point to a combination or
conspiracy on the part of the defend¬
ants to use the tremendous force of
their united power to compel the plain-tiff to regulate his business under the
direct ion of the defendants at the
hazard of depriving him of the supplies
upon which his business depends, and
thus to prevent him from competing
with such other newsdealers as would
transact and carry on their business
under tho conditions which the de¬
fendants should choose to prescribc.
ln this lies the essence of the case
against the defendants, Kellogg v.

Sowerby (supra). This joint action is
in thc highest degree arbitrary, co-
ercivo and un-American. For the pur¬
poses of this motion, I am constrained
to hold it to be prima facie an illegal
invasion of the rights of the plaintiff.
Other facts may, it is true, develop
upon the trial which will require a
different conclusion, but the present
duty of the court is plain, and, as was
said by a great English judge in one
case, T must forget the name of the
court in which I sit if I were to re¬
fuse to grant relief.' (See Lord
Cranstown v. Johnston,. 3 Vesey, Jr.,
170)."

Tribune9s Position in
The Newsdealers9 Fight

With the Publishers
The action decided yesterday against

the Xew York Publishers' Association
and the American News Company by
Justice Benedict grew out of tho same
situations that obliged The Tribune to
organize its own independent delivery
system, which

_
will' continue. Tbe

Tribune's position was stated at the
time, on September 11, last, as fol¬
lows :

"In the course of a campaign
against seditious and disloyal pub-
lications, undertaken at the urgent
request of the government. The.
Tribune exposed the disloyalism oc
tho Hearst newspapers in a series of
articles entitled 'Coiled in the Flag
.Hears-s-s-t.'

Newsdealers Declare War.
"While The Tribune was engagedin this work the newsdealers of

Greater New York declared war on
tho Hearst newspapers, for economic
and patriotic reasons. All the mem¬
bers of the New York Publishers
Association, except The Tribune, re¬
solved to treat this action on thc

"ALL ABOARD*
More of Kentucky's finest burley, ripened by MotherNature and turned loose by Father Time.
Over 100,000,000 tins of VELVET were'smoked last
year by the boys over there" and those who did their

. £VeJL he^: T^ey liked the way Mother Nature,and Father Time do things.
Smoke mild, fragrant, cool tobacco.VELVET.
Put it in your. pipe-bowl to-day.

part of the newsdcalers as an illega!boycott and agreed to support Hearst
by refusing to sell their papers to
any dealer who stopped buying thc
Hearst papers. This was to say that
a newsdcaler who for any reason re¬
fused to handle Hearst's 'American'
or 'Journal,' or who reduced his dailyorders for them, could buy no other
morning or evening newspaper. The
Publishers' Association was afraid
that if the newsdeaiers could <. er-
throw the influence of Hearst theywould be strong enough to demand
a general reduction in thc price of
papers.
"In view of its fight against the

Hearst newspapers, which had led to
their being denounced by the National
becurity League and barfed from manycommunities for patriotic reasons, The
Tribune could not stand with Hearst
commercially. The Tribune. thsrefore.
acting alone, announced that it would
sell to al! newsdeaiers alike, without
discrimination, whether they handled
Hearst newspapers or not.

Company a Monopoly
"Thereupon the Publishers' Associ¬

ation, representing (besides the Hearst
newspapers) 'The World,' 'The Times,''The Sun.' 'The Herald,' the 'Staats-
Zeitung,' 'The Evening Sun,' 'The Even¬
ing World,' 'The Evening Telegram,''The Mail.' 'The Giobe' and 'The Post,'
decreed that the circulation of The
Tribune should be restrained. It noti-
fied the Americ::n News Company not
to deliver The Tribune to anti-Hearst
newsdeaiers. The American News
Company is a monopoly and absolutelv
controls the distribution of morning
newspapers in New York. Acting on
orders from the Publishers' Associa¬
tion it refused to deliver The Tribune
to newsdeaiers who either cancelled or
reduced their orders for thc Hearst
newspapers.
"At this point The Tribune was cx¬

pected to choose between Racrificingits anti-Hearst policy or losing control
of its circulation. Thc Tribune chose
instead to fight it out. The first step
was to meet the newsdeaiers' economic
problem by reducing the price of
papers from S1.40 to S1.20- a hundred.
When this was announced the Amer¬
ican News Company refused to deliver
The Tribune at all to any newsdealer,
i xcept at the old price of $1.40 a
hundred. Having attempted by its
monopolistic power to dictate to whom
The Tribune should be soid, this. organ¬
ization proposed now to say at what
price it should be sold.
"The Tribune has met this situation

ADVERTISEMENT
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by undcrtaking to organize its own df- *
liVery system, a thing so difficult and
costly to do that no Xew York morning
newspaper has ever tried it under con-
ditiens now existing.
"Meanwhile Hearst has invokod thc

aid of the city administiiation. throu-jh
Mayor Hylan, whom the Hearst papers
pretend to have elected to office, Li-
censes of anti-Hearst dealers have
been revoked. There have been tn-
junction proceedings in thc courts aiul
incipient riots in tho streets, all of
which the Xew Vork newspapera have
sttadily ignored i:i their newa col-
unins,''

ADVERTISEMENT

MR. WILL H. HAYS, Chairman, Xational Republican Committee,
923 Woodward Building, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: As a political party of women voters organi/cd to fight with
our ballots the twin dangers of woman suffrage and radicalism, we beg to

ask what thc National Republican Committee expects to gain at the hands
of the people by the contradictory resolutions passed on January 10, in
favor of the Federal Suffrage Amendment and against Socialism and
Bolshevism ?

Surely you are aware that Socialist and Bolshevist propagandists from
Petrograd to New York are preaching woman stitiragc, that Morris Hill-
quit and the Socialists claim full credit for the suffrage victory in New
York State, and that they are working ceaselesslv, solidly backed by the
disloyal press, to get the political weapon.the ballot.in the hands of
women. How do you propose to protect our institutior.i if you do not safe-
guard the polls?

It is the Socialist party that profits bv women's votes. It is the radical
women who are fighting to get to the polls. The conscrvative women are

reluctant voters. In backing woman suffragc you are playing into tbe
hands of the Socialists. You must know that with women voting iu New
York, Republicans and Democrats were forccd to conibinc in the last elcc¬
tion in four congressional districts as the only means of protecting Congress
from four Socialist members from Manhattan. While the Republican and
Democratic vote was increased only 30'' with women voting in New York
State, the Socialist vote increased 133%, thc Socialist candidate for Gov¬
ernor polling 121,705 votes in 191S with women voting, as against 52,550 in
1916 without woman suffrage.

By what authority do you pledge tlie Republican pnrfy to the Federal
Suffragc Amendment?

There has been no National Party Convention since 1916, and it then
declared for settlement by state, not national, action. It was not the

Party, but the Republican candidate himself, that fastened thc millstone
of tlie Federal Amendment about his own neck. It is ama.ing th.it u.^

Republican with a memory two years old and facing another Presidential
campaign should repeat Judge Hughes' blunder.

May we ask if thc so-callecl Women's Republican National Committee
is really a Republican Committee or a suffrage committee?

It is reported that it "plans to take up active work for thc immcdiale
passage of the Federal Suffrage Amendment by tlie Senate'' (Suffragist,
Jan. 4, 1919). This indicates that your "women's committee" will use tlie

machinery (and funds) of thc Republican Party as a vehicle to further
votes for women, and also that your party will get thc same so-raIJed
"support" from suffragists that Judge Hughes got in 1916 after his endorse-
ment of the amendment. Having proclaimed Judge Hughes' surrender,
and featured him on the front page of their official organ wcaring a vote.-

for-women sash, and featured in another issue the Republican elephant
ridden by a woman, and waving a National Woman Suffrage bannrr in
his trunk, suffragists appear to have abandoned the Republican candidate
and his party.

These women wage only wrccking campaigns.campaigns r*f rlimina-
tion. A candidate or party that capitulates to them nicrriy becomes a

surrendered enemy. They threaten and attack their foes and do not sup¬
port their friends and victims.

The chief campaign speaker in the double suffrage statea during thc
last Presidential campaign took this meisage to thc woman voters:

"Now let us not be misunderstood. We are not pro-Huglirs,
pro-Rcpublican, pro-Sorialist, or pro-Prohibition. Wc are simply
pro-Woman. , . . We are appealing to those womcu who have
obtained the franchise and are asking them to hold their votes as a

¦v.hip over all parties."
After election the official organ of their party stated cditorially:

"We were not concerned with the result of tlie election. Ours
was a, campaign in which it made no difference who was eh-ctcd.
We did not endorse any candidate. Wc did not care who won.
. . . We were simply pro-Woman. . . What wc did tr. tu
do was to try to organi/e a protest vote against Mr. Wilson's atti¬
tude toward woman suffrage." (Suffragist, Nov. 11, 1916.)

You will recall the intensive campaign suffragists wagtd y.i double
suffrage states against President Wilson (who then stood like a rock agaimt
the amendment). In spite of their wrecking campaign, every state, except
Oregon, where women had full suffragc was carried by Mr. Wilson.

We cannot believe that as chairman of the National Pepubliran Com¬
mittee and responsible for the outcorae of the campaign you would con-
nive at the use of the Republican Party as a suffrage tool.

You remember that it was so used by Governor Whitman in New
York in 1917. The New York Sun, a Republican paper, described thc
New York Legislature and Governor Whitman as "roped, thrown and tied
by the suffs." When Governor Whitman came beforr the men ar.,1 pvoters for re-elcction in November, he ran 180,000 behind his ticket "ur-
state," and polled 16,000 fewer votes in New York City with women votingthan in 1916 from men alone.

Recent elections, both National and State, prove one of two thh-gs- -

Either suffragists cannot deliver their "Woman'f Note," or. if they da,it is too small to count in thc whole woman electorate.
If suffragists are able to extend the field of their operation,. ,.d to

rope throw and tie" the Republican Party throughout the country, itscand.dates may expect the fate of Judge Hughes and Goven.or Whitmao.
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